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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed upder the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 7-10, 15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Demas 
etal. (US 2004/0073930 A1). 

Regarding Claim 1, Demas et al. teaches a method for displaying first and second video stream 
information from a video player, the method comprising 

• detecting the first video stream and associated first stream identification (Figs. 4, 196; 8, 822; 9, 
856); 

• detecting the second video stream and associated second stream identification (Figs. 4, 198; 8, 
824; 9, 858); 

• detecting a first display device and associated first display device identification (Figs. 4, 196; 8, 
822); 

• detecting a second display device and associated second display device identification (Figs. 4, 
198; 8, 824); and 

• directing the video streams to the display devices by using the identifications (Fig. 4, 170; 
Paragraph [0060]). 

Regarding Claim 5, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein a display device 
includes a display screen (in at least Figs. 4, 196; 8, 822). 


Application/Control Number: 10/807,863 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2621 

Regarding Claim 7, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein a video stream is 
obtained from a broadcast (Paragraph [0008]). 

Regarding Claim 8, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the broadcast includes 
information from a satellite transmission (in at least Paragraph [0059-0061]). 

Regarding Claim 9, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the broadcast includes 
information from a cable transmission (Paragraph [0008]). 

Regarding Claim 10, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the broadcast 
includes information from a radio-frequency transmission (Paragraph [0008]). 

Regarding Claim 15, Demas et al. teaches an apparatus for displaying first and second video 
stream information from video player, the method comprising 

• a first detector for detecting the first video stream and associated first stream identification (in at 
least Figs. 4, 196; 5, 514; 8, 822; 9, 856); 

• a second detector for detecting the second video stream and associated second stream 
identification (Figs. 4, 198; 5, 514; 8, 824; 9, 858); 

• a third detector for detecting a first display device and associated first display device identification 
(Figs. 4, 196; 8, 822); 

• a fourth detector for detecting a second display device and associated second display device 
identification (Figs. 4, 198; 8, 824); and 

• a director for directing the video streams to the display devices by using the identifications (Fig. 4, 
170; Paragraph [0060]). 
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Regarding Claim 18, Demas et al. teaches a stream director for directing two or more image 
streams from a single image stream source to two or more display devices, the method comprising 

• a first input for a first video stream and associated first stream identification (in at least Figs. 4, 
196; 5, 514; 8, 822; 9, 856); 

• a second input for a second video stream and associated second stream identification (Figs. 4, 
198; 5, 514; 8, 824; 9, 858); 

• a first output for a first display device and associated first display device identification (Figs. 4 t 
196; 8, 822); 

• a second output for a second display device and associated second display device identification 
(Figs. 4, 198; 8, 824); and 

• means for directing the video streams to the display devices by using the identifications (Fig. 4, 
170; Paragraph [0060]). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demas et al. 
(US 2004/0073930 A1) in further view of Yap et al. (US 2002/0092021 A1). 

Regarding Claim 2, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 1, but fails to explicitly teach 
wherein the step of directing the video streams includes automatic direction of the streams to the display 
devices. Yap et al. teaches the step of directing the video, streams includes automatic direction of the 
streams to the display devices (Paragraph [001 0]). 
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It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
automatically direct the streams so as to allow the user to focus and efficiently perform various operation 
functions post-direction through manipulation of the video signal (Paragraph [0010]). 

Regarding Claim 16, Demas et aL teaches the apparatus of claim 15, but fails to explicitly teach 
wherein the director further comprises a signal for automatic direction of the streams to the display 
devices. Yap et al. teaches the director further comprises a signal for automatic direction of the streams 
to the display devices Paragraph [0010]). 

It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
automatically direct the streams so as to allow the user to focus and efficiently perform various operation 
functions post-direction through manipulation of the video signal (Paragraph [0010]). 


5. Claims 3, 4 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demas et 
al. (US 2004/0073930 A1) in further view of Love et al. (US 2004/0201544 A1). 

Regarding Claim 3, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 1, but fails to explicitly teach 
wherein the step of directing the video streams includes manual direction of the streams to the display 
devices (Fig 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
manually control the direction of a video stream so as to display a specific feed as appropriated by the 
user when so desired or selected. 

Regarding Claim 4, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 3, but fails to explicitly teach 
wherein the step of directing the video streams includes substeps of obtaining a signal from a user input 
device (Fig. 1, 104; 2, 212; 3, 302); and using the obtained signal to direct a video stream to a display 
device (Fig. 2, 202; 3, 308). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
control the direction of an obtained video stream so as to display a specific feed as appropriated by the 
user when so desired or selected. 

Regarding Claim 12, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein auxiliary stream 
information is associated with a given video stream, but fails to explicitly teach the method further 
comprising using the auxiliary stream information to identify a preferred position of the given video 
stream. Love et al. teaches the method further comprising using the auxiliary stream information to 
identify a preferred position of the given video stream (Fig. 4, 410(1,2. ..N) - display region processors for 
processing video data into various positions on screen; Fig. 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
identify a preferred position so as to allow the user to split a screen as intended on a display into various 
presentations allowing a condensed version of the video streams (Fig. 1, displays 1-4). 

Regarding Claim 13, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 12, wherein auxiliary display 
device information is associated with a given display device, but fails to explicitly teach the method further 
comprising using the auxiliary display device information to identify a position of the given display device 
with respect to a viewer's viewpoint. Love et al. teaches teach the method further comprising using the 
auxiliary display device information to identify a position of the given display device with respect to a 
viewer's viewpoint (Fig. 4, 41 0(1, 2... N) - display region processors for processing video data into various 
positions on screen; Fig. 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
identify a preferred position so as to allow the user to split a screen as intended on a display into various 
presentations allowing a condensed version of the video streams (Fig. 1, displays 1-4). 

Regarding Claim 14, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 13, but fails to explicitly teach 
further comprising determining that the preferred position corresponds with the position of the given 
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display device; and directing the given video stream to be displayed on the given display device. Love et 
al. teaches further comprising determining that the preferred position corresponds with the position of the 
given display device; and directing the given video stream to be displayed on the given display device 
(Fig. 4, 410(1,2... N) - display region processors for processing video data into the positions on screen 
according to display size; Fig. 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
identify a preferred position so as to allow the user to split a screen as intended on a display to fill the 
screen into various presentations allowing a condensed version of the video streams (Fig. 1, displays 1- 
4). 


6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demas et al. (US 
2004/0073930 A1). 

Regarding Claim 6, Demas et al. teaches the method of claim 1, but fails to explicitly teach 
wherein a video stream is obtained from a DVD (Paragraph [0007]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
obtain a video stream from a DVD having been a readily available component which contains memory 
capacity capable for detachable transit from one device to another and stated in the prior art section 
thereby confirming identification as prior art. 

7. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demas et al. (US 
2004/0073930 A1) in further view of Yap .et al. (US 2001/0033736 A1). 
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Regarding Claim 11, Demas et at. teaches the method of claim 7, but fails to explicitly teach 
wherein the broadcast includes information from the Internet. Yap et al. teaches wherein the broadcast 
includes information from the Internet (Paragraphs [0039,0040]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
receive broadcast information through the Internet to be able to access an abundant source of information 
and a variety of programming and services. 

8. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demas et al. (US 
2004/0073930 A1) in further view of Piper et al. (US 6,806,885 B1). 

Regarding Claim 17, Demas et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 15, the director further 
comprising a signal input for receiving the signal and for use in directing the streams to the display 
devices in response to the signal (Fig. 4, 170; Paragraph [0060]) but fails to explicitly teach wherein a 
remote control operated by a human user outputs a signal. Piper et al. teaches wherein a remote control 
operated by a human user outputs a signal (in at least Abstract, Col. 1, lines 11-15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
encompass a remote control operated by a human so as to control multiple displays and allocation with 
only a single instrument (Col. 1, lines 14,15). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Michael P. Choi whose telephone number is (571) 272-9594. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00AM - 5:30PM (EST). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Thai 
Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7382. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



MEHRDAD DASTOURI 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



